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I. Jlmrrilm. 
Dr. Walther Appraised by Prof. Abdel Ross Wentz. - The Get-~ 

tysburg Seminary historian writes in the Lutheran of March 16, 1933: "It 
should be possible now to forget the prejudices aroused by the controver-
sies of his life and to focus attention on his merits. He still speaks to 
the average Christian in the pews of our churches. . .. This congregation 
[Trinity, St. Louis] was to become the mother church of the Missouri Synod 
and the mainspring of its great volume of work in missions and other 
benevolence. Here Walther gained a high reputation as a preacher. And 
from 1839 until his death in 1887 the history of Missouri Lutheranism 
is closely identified with the story of Walther's life. . .. His shadow 
stretches across the whole Missouri Synod and indeed across the entire 
Synodical Conference, which embraces about one· third of all the Lutherans 
in this country. And not only so. His influence was felt indirectly in 
the older bodies of American Lutherans. In his extreme [?] Lutheran 
orthodoxy all other Lutherans believe that he went far beyond Luther 
himself. But he never faltered in it. His persistence and that of h is 
large and vigorous body of followers helped to stimulate the confessional 
reaction that was under way in the General Synod and among other or
ganizations of Lutherans in this country during the middle of the nine· 
teenth century. And so he helped to stamp the Lutheran Church as a whole 
in the eyes of all other churches in America as indelibly evangelical, Ull

swervingly Biblical, and forever doctrinally conservative. . .. A veritable 
flood of immigration was about to sweep into this country, an alien mul
titude larger than the population of the Republic at its birth. It was 
fortunate for the whole Church that the advance guard of Lutheran immi
grants, under the guidance of Dr. Walther and his colleagues, were stoutly 
loyal to the Luthemn Confessions and abundantly able to give reasons 
for their faith. It was equally fortunate that this advance guard planted 
its outposts in Missouri, in the heart of the Mississippi Valley, where the 
vast majority of the newcomers were to find thei.r homes. . .. Stephan 
happened to read a glowing description of the territory of Missouri, and 
this fixed his choice on that State as a location. It seems like chance, 
but in the light of subsequent events, who can fail to see in it the provi-
dence of God? Certainly the older Lutheran elements in America would 
never of themselves have met the responsibility imposed by the great im
migration of the nineteenth century." 

In presenting the "Missouri" doctrine on the ministry and church 
government, Dr. Wentz reveals the position of the circles for which he is 
spokesman. The polity of Missouri "is thoroughgoing congregationalism. 
The polity of Walther's followers vests all authority in the congregation. 
The congregation furnishes itself with a confession of faith" (we would 
phrase this differently) "and with explicit qualifications for membership. 
It provides for lay deacons, but leaves almost nothing to the determina
tion of the so-called church council. Everything is in t he hands of the 
congregation. If therefore we ask of Dr. Walther the practical question, 

40 
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'Who makes a preacher or a minister?' he gives a clear answer. It is not 
a group of other preachers or ministers, it is not a synod or a conference 
or a district, it is not a council or a board of the church. The divine call 
to tlle ministry comes through the congregation. It is this alone that 
makes the minister. More than once and with great vigor Walther entered 
the lists against any 'hierarchical' or 'presbyterial' interpretation of the 
ministry. It brought him into controversy with Lutheran leaders outside 
of Missouri. The heirs of his spirit have been consistent in their congTe-. 
gationalism. They criticize Muhlenberg. They look with suspicion upon 
the authority which other Lutheran bodies in this country lay in the hands 
of church councils and synods and general bodies. They stand in great 
dread of any American edition of the German Konsistorium, and they 
have carried this into the entire organization of the Missouri Synod and 
of the Synodical Conference." 

This is Dr. Wentz's appraisal of the controversy on election and con
version: "Another practical question that finds answer in Dr. Walther's 
career is this: vVho makes a Christian? Does God do it, or does the 
Christian do it, or do both of them do it? Does God cause a man's faith 
in Christ, or does a man exercise his own faith? This is a theological 
problem. It led to a long and bitter controversy. . . . l'\Then therefore the 
question arose in Missouri about God's part and man's part in human 
salvation, Dr. vValther had very decided convictions. . .. The controversy 
raged between Walther and his Missouri brethren, on the one hand, and 
the Ohio Synod, the Iowa Synod, and some Norwegian Lutherans, on the 
other hand. Dr. Walther taught that God alone must have all the glory 
in the salvation of a man, that man has nothing at all to do with it, tha.t 
he cannot even exercise faith unless God makes" (not our phraseology) 
"him believe. He held that God elects men to salvation and this election 
is the cause of man's faith." (If the question be: Is faith the cause of 
election or election the cause of faith? Missouri says, Election is the cause 
of faith. Otherwise we say that "the eternal election of God is from the 
gracious will and pleasure of God in Christ Jesus a cause" of faith (For
mula of Concord, XI, § 8) . "He insisted that it is contrary to the Bible 
and the Lutheran Confessions to hold that a man is able in his own 
strength to exercise faith in Christ" (to believe in Christ), "because this 
would make man a cooperating agent in his own salvation and would 
detract from the grace and glory of God. Dr. ~Talther's opponents de
clared that this is Calvinistic predestination and not good Lutheran. The 
conflict was caustic. There were many divisions. The literature that 
grew out of the controversy is enormous. To this day the issue con
cerning predestination and conversion is the chief doctrinal difference be
tween Missouri Lutherans and all other Lutherans. To the calm observer 
at this distance it seems that here much depends upon the meaning of 
words." Whatever this last statement (that "much depends upon the 
meaning of words") means, the meaning of Dr. Wentz's other statement 
"This is a theological problem" is clear. He has presented the issue, in 
its main feature, correctly : "Who makes a Christian? Does God do it, 
or does the Christian do it, or do both of them do it ?" Has man a part 
in his salvation? Does he cooperate with God in achieving his salvation? 
And when he characterizes this matter as "a theological problem," he 
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intimates that the controversy had been waged unnecessarily. We are 
loath to think that at tllis day a Lutheran theologian would fcel tolerant 
toward synergism. By the way, would it not posit an enigma of major 
proportions to assume that a man could contribute so much to strengthen
ing Lutheran confessionalislll while elevoting his best thought and energy 
to establish and maintain an article (sola gratia) as eonfessional, which 
in fact does not touch Lutheran confessionalism? - The statement that 
"to this day the issue concerning predestination and conversion is the chief 
doctrinal clifference between Missouri Lutherans and aU other Lutherans" 
needs to be modilied. In this way: "between Missouri Luthera.lls and all 
other Lutherans who still cling to synergism." E. 

A Catholic Discussion of Religious Liberty. - What the Oommon
wea.l, a Homan Catholic journal, 1188 to say on religious liberty makes in· 
teresting reading. We submit one of its recent editorials: -

"At a time when the whole subject of religious liberty has become 
a worlel issue of supreme actuality, emphasized by conditions in Russia, 
Spain, Mexico, and elsewhere, it is above all things necessary for Amer
icans, occupying as they do a central and possibly decisive position in the 
gravest of all social controversies, to use their reason rather than their 
emotions in consiClering jt. For the times demand that practical actioH8 
as well as abstmct ideals shonld be applied . his a crisis. 

"It is for this reason that we think tha.t so important a voice of re
ligious thought as the OMistian Oentury should be more explicit in its 
statement of its position than in fact it iso What can it mean by saying 
that its fundamental axiom is that of complete legal freedom and equality 
of all religions in aU places thronghout the world'? Such a statement 
seems empty of all reality of meaning to us. 

" 'Religions,' unless defined by some standards conformable to a humane, 
Christian civilization, means nothing at all or may well contain very 
sinister and socially destructive meanings in addition to desirable and 
beneficent meanings. In India, fOT example, there is a religion, organized 
to worship and serve the goddess Kali, which is known as Thuggism. 
One of its chief ritual observances is the strangling of human victims to 
propitiate that goddess. Would the Ohristian Oentu1'Y favor the granting 
of 'complete legal freedom' to Thuggism in India, - or in the United 
States, if the Thugs sent their missionaries to us, - and would it be in 
favor of placing Thuggism 011 a plane of equality of ostatus with, let us 
say, Qng,kerism? 

"It may be sa.id that such an argument, being extreme, is absurd. 
Wen, with all respect to our Chicago contemporary, we think that the 
argument fits the case it presents. For the Ohri,9tian Century rests its 
argument on an absolute thesis, which includes all religions without ex
ception, and Tlmggism is a religion. 

"In the United States, for example, polygamy was preached and prac
tised by the Mormons before the laws of the land, backed by the marshaling 
of armed force, compelled its cessation. Supposing that the Mormons de
sired to return to the pure doctrine of their founding fathers, would the 
Ohristian Century be in favor of the legalizing of polygamy? There are 
other laws which a.t present hamper the practise of the strict doctrine of 
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Christian Science. Its devotees are still compelled by the laws of the land 
to report to the legal authorities cases of what that law defines as dan
gerously infectious or contagious diseases. Yet true Christian Scientists, 
who constitute an organized religion, hold as doctrine that there is no such 
thing as physical disease. All the ills to which flesh is heir they consider 
to be mcrel~' illusions of mOl'tal mind. Laws which compel them to con
form to thc belief that physical disease is a reality conflict with their 
religious belicfs :111d restrict their 'complete religious freedom and equality.' 
There are even religious cults or groups, that are definitly organized as 
such, to worship what they definitely recognize as the principle of evil as 
part of their objed of defying, and warring against, what they also recog
nize as the principle of good. And devil-worshipers, consciously such, carry 
on their religious practises not only in Tibet and other distant places, but 
in cities of the Western world. The Black Mass is celebrated - or at least 
certainly has been celebrated - in· Paris and London and elsewhere. The 
rites and ceremonies are of a kind that members of other religious groups
the Metbodists, for example, to say nothing about Catholics - consider 
shocking and horrible. We could not describe them in print without run
ning up against other laws which limit the freedom even of publishing 
a commentary on thb ~·~ligi;)lL_; ritual, ';;ere we inclined, in a spirit of re
ligious interest, to write one. Again, there arc scores of writers who, as 

i of religion, have ded80YQd their L~:~: that Com
mnnism is in fRet essentially :J~ religion. It nJ2T or may not he one; but 
jf its own devotees should claim that it was, would the Ch,-iBtian Oentwry 
favor the granting of complete liberty and equality to Communists to do 
what they, the Communists, believed it was right to do as religious people, 
for example, to smash all the existing laws of the Lnited States by violence, 
and 'liquidate' all the botwgeois by killing them? 

"\Ve shall await a definition by the Ohristian Century of the meaning 
of 'complete legal freedom and equality of all religions in all places' before 
we shall follow it into the rather trackless wilderness of the controversy 
on religious liberty as defined by the Catholic Church - a solid and sub
stantial proposition, whether you believe it or not - and the impossible 
position upheld by the exponents of the rights of purely private judgment." 

Quite adroit! Was there ever a more successful attempt at muddling 
the issueY The insistence of Protestant champions of religious liberty on 
the principle that religious liberty must not be permitted to be used as 
a cloak under cover of which atrocities are committed menacing the very 
existence of society and of civilization, is carefully suppressed. The answer 
to the Commonweal argument is simple: Abusus non tollit usum. A. 

Communion Breakfast. - We do not know much about this cere
mony. The Bible knows nothing about it. The Lutlwran Confessions 
know nothing about it. The old Christian liturgies know nothing about it. 
So it will interest those who know little about it to hear what the Living 
Churoh (June 3) thinks about it. "Here is a. delightful hit from the New 
York Times of May 13. Since it was tucked 2Way in a. corner with the 
inconspicuous heading 'Customs Men at Bl'cakfa,st,' it may have escaped 
even our New York readers, and we therefore quote it verbatim: "The 
ninth annual Communion breakfast of the United States Custom House 
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Holy Name Society will be held to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock in the 
Hotel Astor after the members have attended a Corporate Communion at 
Mass in St. Malachy's Church. The principal speaker at the breakfast will 
be Postmaster General James A. Farley. Other speakers will be. . .. The 
membership is limited to thirty-nine. Among the members are Bishops 
William T. Manning ... .' We heartil;v congratulate our fiery friend Father 
Cummins on his election as president of the Holy Name Society, Custom 
House Branch. With him as president, Bishops Manning, Stires, et aI., 
as members, Postmaster General Farley as the principal speaker, and the 
sheriff of Westchester County on hand just in case, the breakfast must have 
been a love-feast indeed. We wish we might have been there to see 
the fun!" E. 

II. l.u~danb+ 

!:rin Iieredjtigte~ UrteU. ~n Dem Deutfdjliinbifdjen gJlatt ,,'Ila~ (i!;b. } / / 
'Ileutfdjlanb" finben mit ein UrieiI iioer ben ametifanifdjen iSUm ,,~m (/ 
8eidjen be£l Si'reuae~", Det ia audj ~ierilulanDe gro13e~ \rruffe~en erregt ~at. 
8uniidjft filljrt ba~ gJlatt Die gJegleitmorie an, bie Der ffiegiffeur Gl:eciI 
gJ. be Wlille feroft ilU feinem g:Um gefdjrieoen ljat. 'Ila Iefen toir: "Um aber 
mit einem tragifdjen stljema, einer ~Dee, Die (i!;migfeit5toerie oefti.?t, orei ~ 

teftc gJefudjermaffen au erfaffen, Die im .\Hno nut UnierljaItung lin\) 8er~ 
fiteuung fudjen , 1l1U13 bet g:iImproDuilent Darauf oebadjt fein, in etftet Einie 
audj Die @5 dj a 11 111ft b e i3 ~ 11 0 li f um 5 a u 0 e f r i e big e n. 8 u ~ 
etft mU13 Die feljen5toerie iSorm ba£l ~ntereffe De£lllS u ~ 
o Ii f um £l era to i n gen. [@5perrbntcl' bon un5.] 'Ilie gebanfIidjen unb 
feeIifdjen lffiette ber Sjanblung ertoeden bann bie \rrnteiInaljme be£l llSuoli~ 

fum5 bon feTher." Sjierau oemedt ba5 gJlaft: .,8u Diefen lffiorien ift eigent~ 
ridj ferum nodj eiloa§ ljinau311filgen. 'Ilenn fie [Die iSiImptobuaenten] fudjen 
ja gar nidjt ilU berljeill1Hdjen, ba13 neun 8e~nieI be£l iSiIm5 ber oreiten ~W~ 
toa1ilung ber olutigen 8irw5filenen unb Det l1RiIieufdjiIberung im befabenien 
@5piiirom geUen. mom Eeoen unb Eeiben bet erften ®emeinben wll1mi 
audj gar nidjt5 aur ®eltung. ~n %fuge unb Sjim be£l 8ufdjauer5 oleitit ber 
(i!;inbtuct ljafien, ag lei ba5 ,8eidjen bc£l Streuaci3' unl.JctanttoottIidj mi13 ~ 

tiraudjt toorben ilU einem ganil miberfidjen ®emif dj bon llSerbetfitiit unb 
@5entimentaIitiit. @5djon gegen ben iSUm QlIO V adis, bem ba5 ,8eidjen be£i 
Sl!teUilei3' in Sjanblung unb IDMiben fe~r iiljneIt, ljat man ficg mit 9'tedjt 
anfgeleljni. lffiai3 aocr bem neuen iSUm gegeniioet au einem einbeutigen 
~toteft aufforbert, ift Die ~nftinft~ unD 5taftIofigfeit, mit ber man reIigiOfe 
lffierte unb 61)moole aI5 morfpann awn~t. 'Ilie gJerIiner (i!;rftauffil~rung 
berIief ruljig, toei! ba5 j)3uliIirum, anber5 aI£l bie ~robuaenten, (i!;~tfurdjt 

genug bor bem 3eidjen De£l Si'reuile5 oetoic5 . 'Ila5 '@:djo ber ~reffe neB ljiiufig 
bie mUbemDe SjanD be5 filr ben ~ni3eigenteiI meranttoOttIidjen fil~Ien unb 
erging lidj in gJeIanglofigfeiten. i8ier ift gegen ben iSi!m gefagt morDen, 
aoer nut bom Sl!iinftIerifdjen unb 5tedjnifdjen ~er. Um fo erfreuIidjer ift e'3, 
menn toit in einer gJerIiner i80tftabtileirung Die ~otiil finDen: ,lffiit toe~ren 
un£l bagegen, ba13 llSrobuaenten i~re Sjanb an f oldje 5t~emen legen; toit 
fotbem oei foldjen 5t1jemen ben Ianteren, abIigen lffiiUen, eine ~bee ber 
lffia~rljeit innetIicg toaljt au geftalten.'" nber biefe5 fe~r oerecgtigte UrieH -
fagen mir lieoer: Hoet Diefe fe~r oeredjiigte Stritif - mag man andj ~ier~ 
il1lIanbe nadjbenfen. ~. 5t. lm. 
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&eniigfnme £utfjernncr. '!lie "UIlg-. ®b.~Eut~. llircljeni\eitung" bom 
12. ilJlai !Jericljtet: ,,'!ler tyiiqrer ber @raUlien£l!JeltJegung ,'!leutfclje <U,riften' 
~offenfeIDer qat am ®onnalienb bem 5JSriifibenten D. stapler nacljfteqenbe 
®runDfiiJ,ie bei: ,'!leutfcljen (£qriften' iilierteiclj±. naclj benen bie ebangeIifclje 
ffieiclj£lfirclje g-efdjaffen ltJerDen foil: 1. )fiir ltJoIlen bie ebang-eIifclje ffieiclj£l~ 
firclje Iutqerif cljer 5JSriigung unier CEiingIieberung- ber reformierten @emein~ 
ben, benen iqre CEiigenart geltJiiqrleif±et ltJirb. . .. 7. '!ler ffieiclj§liif cljof ift 
en±fprecljenb ber ltJeit iilierltJiegenben meqtqeH be£l llircljenboff£l Iutqetifclj. 
~fjm ftefjt cin reformierter ffieiclj£lbifar aur ®et±e. " Unb ltJa§ fjat bie "Eu±qe~ 
rifclje ~ircljen3eitung" ba3u au fag-en? '!lies: ,,'!ler et:fte f{iiclj±ige ®inbrud 
biefer ,®runbfiiJ,ie' ltJirb freubig-e lilierraf cljung fein, ball au£l bem Eager ber 
,'!leutfcljen (£fjtiften' fo bier merftCinbni§ fUr ba£l Eutfjetium lommi. . .. )fiir 
enifjarten UllS be£l UlieHs im einaelnen iilier bie '!lurcljfUqrung etner loIcljen 
merfaffung-£liinberung, ba auclj tyreiqeit uno l8efenn±ni§ftano ber einae1nen 
Iutfjerifcljen Eanbesfh:cljen nicljt gelirocljen ltJerben barf. Ulier Den rutqeri~ 
fdjen ;itenor be§ ®anaen liegrii\3en ltJir bon ~eraen, um fo meqr, aIi3 et bon 
ben ,'!leutfcljen (£qriften' tommt." ®ine folclje l8eurteHung ber gepfanten 
unierten ffieiclj£lfirclje lii\3t niclji£l @utei:i fUr bie 3ufllnft ber Intqerifcljen 
llirdje erltJarten. - ~n !Jeaug auf anbere 5JSunfte ift bie "stircljenaeHung" 
nidjt \jana i0 ~iiiliig-fam. '!lie 111Hbc ®infciiung oU bel: Shim IQutet: )8ei 
ni±fjerem 3ufelJen freHici) en±becren ltJir @5cljonqeiti:itefjfet, bie bicUeidjt mefjr 
ali3 ®cljonljcii£lfefjler finb. m5ir qelicn nur i3ltJei ~unfte ljerau§. ~m britten 
®at" (,,'!lie ebangefifdje ffieidjsfirclje ift me S'tirdje ber Deu±fdjen (£ljrif±en, 
ba£l qei13t. ber Gtfjrif±en ariidjer maffe. ~nfofern ift fie auclj mit ben beutfdjen 
<U,rif±en bei3 UUi3Ianbes berliunben. '!lie merfiinbigung beB ®bangcUumi:i 
unter Den tyrembftiimmigen ift cine UngeIegcnfjeit ber ~'(U\3eren miffion") 
"imrb Die cbangeItfdJe ffieid)sfirdje bie llirdje beutfcljer (£fjrif±en, bai:i qei13t. 
ber Gtfjriften arifcljer ffiaffe, genannt. . .. l8ebeutet ber @5at UusfcljIu\3 aUer 
9Cicljtarier aus ber llirci)e, fo ltJitb bon iljr Unmog-Iicljes berfangt. 9Ciclj±arier 
finb nicljt li1013 bie ~uben, an me ltJoljI auerft gebacljt ift, ionbern audj bie 
®faltJen, ;itfdjecljen, ~apaner, @5amoaner, 9Ceger ufltJ. Ulle bicfe fann ein 
®±aa± aU0 f einen ®rensen aU£lf d)He\3en, ltJenn er ltJm; cine Sfirclje fann fie 
niclj± aui3fcljlie\3en, ltJenn fie nicljt ficlj feIlif± aU£lfcljHe\3en ltJm allil aITem, ltJa§ 
~irdje aUf ®rben ljei\3t .... " ®ine noclj fdjiirfere ffiiige bei:i uncljriftfidjen 
@eliaren£l ber ,,~eu±fcljen (£ljriften" ltJiire ljier ltJoqI ang-ei3eig-± g-eltJefen. ®£l 
ljcitt nun ltJeiter: "tyerner, Dai3 m50rt in § 4 geg-en ben ,bemofratifdj~!Jarra~ 
mentarifcljen @5ptedjfaal' ift gut. ~ie llitdje foU nicl)t meqr bom t;rif.toc;. 
bem moff, reg-ieli ltJerben; bie rudes follen nicljt meqr en±fcljeiben unb fie 
sum ®pieIlialI ber 5JSar±eien macljen. . .. ,m5eibet bie ~erbe (£qrifti', fag-t 
5JSaului3 unb Iegt bie ®ad)e ber stirdje ben lierufenen ~ilien unb )fiiiclj±crn 
auf bie ®eeIe. Wlier nun fommi § 9, ber bie ffieidji:ifirdje reftIoi:i bem i5i'if.tOq 
aUi:iIiefer±; ba£l ,?Solf' foIl liber ben l8au ber llirclje en±fcljeiben, burdj eine 
UtltJaljf (ecl)te '!lemofratic I ), uub e£l ltJirb ber neuen ~irdje gleidj ein ®±ricl 
an ben ~ari3 geltJorfen, bet\3 ber STeiclji:iliifcljof nur uaci) hem ,morfdjlag UnD 
aui:i ben ffieiljen ber '!leutfcljen <U,riften' g-eltJiiljIt ltJetben barf .... " '!ler 
9. 5JSunft lautet: "lilier me ffieidji:ifirclje im ®inne ber borfteljenben midjt~ 
Hnien unb erfimaHg iilier bie ~erfon be£l ffieicljsliifcljof£l. '!liefen, nacg 
morfcljlag unb au£l ben ffieiqen ber ,'!leutfdjen <U,riften', foIl bai:i g-efamte 
ebangeHfdje S'tircljenboff am 31: Dftooer 1933 burdj UrltJaljI en±fdjeiben. 
illialjIlierecljtig± Hnb aile l'bang-efifcljen @emcinbegIieDer naclj maf3g-abe bei:i 
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ftaa±Iidjen )fialjltedj±e§. Wu§gefdjloffen bom )fialjlredjt finD Grljrif±en nidjt" 
arifdjer Wof±ammung." 9la±iirIidj geljt ba§ nidjt. ®otie§ )fiori lennt in 
Diefer meroinbung ben Unterfdjieb sroifdjen adfdjer ~affe unb nidjtarifdjen 
~affen nidjt. ®otie§ )fiori etIauot audj nidjt bie Union bon Iutljerifdjen 
unb reformierten ®emeinben. ®otie§ )fiori gilit enbIidj benen, Die btauf3en 
finb, feinen WnteiI am llirdjentegiment. Wlier ba§, ma§ ber "llirdjen" 
seitung" ljier anftof3ig au fein fdjeint, geljt feljr moljI nadj ®otie§ )fior±. 
:Da§ ift nidjt fdjriftmibrig, fonbern bielmeljr fdjriftgemiif3, baf3 alIe ,,®e,,
meinhegfieber" fidj am llirdjenregimen± lie±eiHgen. ®emif3 ift bie @ladje 
ber ~irdje ben 'oetufenen ~irien unb )fiiidjtern aUf bie @leele gelegt, aliet 
iljnen nidjt au§fdjlief3Iidj. :Die ,,~irdjenaeitung" fome fidj nidjt bor bem 
djriftIidjen (jfj[to<; fiirdjten. (g fteljt bann gut in ber ~irdje. menn Da§ 
"mou". ba§ Grljriftenboff, aUr Wu§ridjtung ber )fietfe be§ alIgemeinen ~rie" 
fterium§ angeIeitet mirb. @S. 

'l)a~ ijeHige ~aijr ulth ~lirafi. :Die" W. @S. 53. ~. i. ±eiH mit: ,,:Das Iette 
~ef± ber .Acta .Apostolica Sedis beroffentridjt brei j8ulIen fUr bas bom ~a1Jft 
tJetfiiltbete ljeiIige ~aljr. ~n ber erf±en j8ulle, Nullo non tempo1'e, tDirb, tDie 
oisljer fdjon iiliIidj, bie ®eroinnung aller Wliliiffe auf3erljaIli ~oms fuspen" 
biert; eine Wu§naljme liHbet bie ®eroinnung be§ Wlilaffe§ in 5tobesgefaljr, 
oeim j8eten bes engIifdjen ®ruf3es, lieim bieraigftiinbigen ®eliet, lidm j8e
fudj bon jj50rtiuncula in g[ffifi, Bourbes unb ber ljeiHgen @ltiitten in ~alii
ftina. :Die ilmeite j8ulIe, Invicto a Nobis , gemiiljri ben j8eidjtbiitern in ~om 
roeitgeljenbe auf3erorbentridje molImadjten. :Die brU±e ~ulIe, Qui umbm· 
t-ilem, entljiirt bie ~ef±immungen fUt bie ®eroinnung be§ ~uoeIablaffes 

auf3erljaIli ~oms; bies girt fUr Orbensleute unb fiir foldje. bie ,infolge 
redj±miif3iger unb anbauernber merljinbetung nidjt nadj ~om f011Unen fon
nen', mie 5. }B. mieg§gefangene, @Singefetferte, :Deportierie unb meroannte, 
morgefeJ;?te unb ~erfonar bet ®efiingniffe, ~efferung§anftar±en unb ~etfer, 
manfe unb ~tanfenroiirier, unb enbHdj fordje, bie bas fieliaigfte 2eliensjaljr 
iilierfdjritien lj ali en. " ~n iljter ®efamtljeit iilien bie brei jJiipftridjen j8ulIen 
einen emjJfinbIidjen :Drucr au§ aUf aUe ~atljomen, iljren Wlilaf3 bies ~aljt 
in ~om au bef orgen. ~at droa ber ~apft nidjt redjt ~ibua aum ljeiIigen 
~aljr~ ~. 5t. m. 

D. 2ubitJig~fJntcl§, fiidjfifdjer 2an1:Jes'bifdjof, ift am 7. ~uni geftoroen. 
@Sr roar etn ~aup±fUljrer ber fonferbatiben 2utljetaner in :Deu±fdjlanb, ein 
merireter ber @StIanger @ldjule. 2TI§ foldjer itat er ein fUr Die berljiingni?k 
bolle @StIelini§iljeologie. @Sr Ieugnete bie 2eljre ber merliaIinfjJira±ion, Ieljnie 
audj Die fteUbertreten1:Je ®enug±uung Grljrifii im @linne ber @ldjrift abo ~n 
ben gegenlDiirtigen firdjfidjen )fiirren in :Deutfdjlanb trat er ein fUr ba§ 
~edjt ber Iutljerifdjen SHrdje. @Sr roar ber erfte morfitenbe bes 2uiljerifdjen 
)fieItfonben±§, fjJiiter ®Iieb' bes @S~efutibfomUee§ . :Datauf nimmt D. ma" 
raljrens ~e3ug in ber 5tobe§anaeige, bie 5ugleidj bas ljolje Wnfeljen lieaeugt, 
ba§ D. ~ljmer§ in feinen meifen genof3. ,,®oites unerforfdjIidjer ~atfdjluf3 
ljat unfern erften morfitenben, ben 2anbesliifdjof D. ~ljmeg, am 7. ~uni in 
faft bollenbe±em 75. 2eliensjaljr am moralienb ber bon iljm au iljrer ~fingft" 
tagung eingelabenen @ngeren ~onferenil au§ unferer mitte aligerufen. )fieit 
iilier tie ®renaen beuifdjen 2anbes ljinaus ljat biefer bon ®ott gemeiljte 
mann bas ljolje ®ut beu±fdjer ~eforma±ion in 5treue unoeirrl gejJf!eg±' 
':Da§ @SbangeIium bon ber ®nabe ®oite§ in ~@Sfu Grljrifto roar maft unb 
~reiljeit feines )fiitfen§. Wus iilierboIIem ~eraen banfen mir ®oti fUr ben 
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reidjen (Segen, tuefdjcn bas Iutljetiidje ~inigungi3tued untI tuir aITe lmtdj 
Diefen geifiesmadjtigen {Siiljret bes 2utljcrium§, feinen treuen S!)iemr, emlJ~ 
Tangen ljaoen. Uns, Me tuir mit iljm aroeiten burften unb nun in fetne 
jlcadjfolge treten follen, fiegt eine fdjlJ.)ere merantiuottung 00. @oit, bet 
matet unf ers &J~rrn :;S~fu <il:ljrifti, tuo lle uns in f ciner }Barmljeraigfeit ljeffen 1 
2 S'i!or. 1, 3 ff. Wamens bes Iu±ljerifdjen ~inigungstuedes 2anbe§oifdjof 
D. maraljrens, \l(ot au 2occum." (0:Ug. @ll.~2u±lj. Statg., 16. :;Suni 1933.) 
;Sum }Borfii;>entIen ber ~mg. '@bA$utlj. s:tonfetena tualjUe bie @ngere Ston~ 

ferena am 8. ,;suni an feiner (Siene ben 2anbci3bifdjof bon &Jannobet, 
D. IDcaraljrens, unD am }Biaeborjij,wnben an (SteITe D. }Beit§, ber fein 0:m± 
niebergeIegi ljaite, ben (St)fiematifer bet tljeofogifdjen {SafuUat 2eilJaig, 
D. (Sommetfatlj. S!)ie ".lHrdjenaeitungU l10111 5. mat ljatie beridjtet: ,,2an~ 

besoifdjof D. :;Sljmefs ljai bas @b.~2utlj. 2anbesfonfiftorium geoden, if)u mit 
l.!Birfung bom 1. .:;Sufi b.~. in ben ffillljefianb au betf eten. S!)as oebeute±, 
baB ein mann ben.\)irienfiab ans ber &Janb Iegi, bon bem immet eine be~ 
fonbere ~eilje aU§ging, ber ein }Bifdjof tuar im innerften (Sinne be§ ~ottes, 
am foldjer bcfannt unb bereljrt ni# nur in feiner fiidjfifdjen ebAu±lj. 2an~ 
besnrdje, fonbcrn im nrdjIidjen 2eben SDeu±fdjlanb0 iilierljaulJt, ia in bet 
gansen ruiljerifdjen ~en." D. ;JljmeIs ljatte eljebem ben 2eljrftuljI bet 
filfiematifdjen ::tljeoTogie in ~rIan(lpn fobann in 2eiIJaig inne. @r tuar elmr 
ber (sdjtiftfeiier ber ilRonat§fdjtif± "j)leue Stirdjridje 3ei±jdjtif±" unh ~at 
-!- - 2In3a~I roeittJerlircitetcl' t~eDrogW': --- ~erlc gefdjrielien, Darun±et 
,,3entralfragcn bet SDogmatii in ber @egentuari", ,,::Die djtiftHu.)c :maljt~ 
fjeit§getui\3ljeit, ifjt letter @tunb unb iljre @n±fteljllng", "ffiedjifertigung bes 
(Sunbets bot @ott", "SDie tiigIidje }Bergebung ber (Sunben" , ,,~et tum 
!is@fus, mas tuoIItc !is@fus?", ,,0:us bet S'i!irdje, iljten 2eljtcn unb 2eben" , 
,,(SelbftiinlJinfett ber ::Dogmatif gegenuber bet ffieIigionsp'fjiIofop'fjie", ,,5tljeo~ 

nomic unb 9iuionolllie im 2idjte ber djrif±!idjen @i'fjif" ujto., fotuie dne range 
:neilje bon lHor±riigen unb ~TrtifeIn, bie 3um 5teH in bet "Stitdjcn3ei±ung" 
erfdjienen finb. @im leiner Ietten (Sdjrif±en if± in Diefer Wlttl1met unferet 
3eitfdjrift beflJtodjen. :;SljmeIs 'fjat, tuie feine (Sdjriften 3eigen, 2U±ljer bid 
geIef en unb f±ubiert unb ljat rnandje§ gu±e ~ort gerebet, tuofiir i'fjm bie 
SHrdje ~anf lc'fjltlbe±. @r ljai audj in mandjen l.l3unften bie @rlanger Sdjule 
nnb feinen 2cIjrct {Sranf berlaffen. 2lbcr tuit muflen allaIeidj bdlagen, baB 
et in mandjen (S±iicren, unb 3ruar gerabe in 3 eniralfragen , nidjt ein be~ 
rennini.streuer Iutljerifdjet 5tljeolog tuar. @S. 

'!lentfdi uf~ iIDiffenidjnfgftJradjc- 9as jilliffenfdjaftslpradjc be~aulJtet 
bas SDeu±fdje nadj immer bie etf±e (Steffe un±ct ben ~eltflJradjen. (So ift 
3um }BdflJieL tuie ber "BuH). &JerolD" mittei.l±, ba.s ::Dcu±fdje in (Sdjtueben 
nodj immer bie &JaupifrembflJradje, unb es geIjort bort 3Ut allgemeinen 
}BHbung, baB man ~cutfdj fann. u!iSn±ereffant ift", fo idjreibt ba§ ~BIatt, 
"but feit 1912/13 an ber UnibetfUat 1Tp1Jfala bon 4 70 ~iffertationen 
233 in fdjtoebiicljer, 147 in bcu±fdjet, 54 in engIiidJet, 28 in fran30fifdjet 
Hnb 8 in lateinifdjet (Spradje betfaf3± hJurben. 'i'rljnlidJ Iiegen bie Q3erljiirt~ 
niffe bei ber Uniberfitat 2unb. 9(udj an ben (Sdjulen nimm± ber Unierridj± 
im SDeuifdjen eincn liteiten ffiaum cin." mt aber ba§ SDeutfdje iilier'fjaUIJt 
bie ,,~iffenfdjaftsflJradje bet ~eU", fo ift es nodj bieI me~r ,,5tljeoIogen~ 
lpradje", llnb ba,3 if± dm )tatfadje, bie oeionbers fUr lIns lut~erifdje 5tljeo~ 
rancn bon ber l1UetgtOBten ~idjtigfeit ift. !is. 5t. m. 


